the family during the offender's absence. For example, the ava welfare benefits for the parent with young children can play a v his or her ability to sustain the family. Friends and family mer also serve as informal sources of economic support. In light of (1979b) findings about the critical importance of extended far bers as caregivers for children of female inmates, consideration given to eligibility guidelines that would enable such families to support during the parent's absence.
Informal networks are also vital sources of social support for during and following incarceration of an offender. Continuity disruption of informal community ties, is likely to influence ability to assist in rehabilitation. In this regard, Glaser (1969) at al. (1976) note that families are often forced to move as a resu crease in income or in order to be closer to the prison facility family member is incarcerated.  Unfortunately,  a family the isolated will be less able to facilitate the social reintegration offender into localized social networks.
The criminal justice system, in general, and the specific pris to which an offender is assigned, in particular, are dominant ini the social context within which the families of offenders mus Some attention therefore should be given to the prison policies mal practices in such facilities that can facilitate or undermine of the family to assist in the rehabilitation of the offender. Sor practices that directly affect the offender's family can be sugge tion of prison facility to which an offender is sentenced; ava public transportation to prison facilities; visitation regulations ties; availability of privacy during visits with spouses or mates: of adequate child care facilities; availability of weekend furlong? ily visits (an analog of work release); and the involvement of fai bers in prerelease (and postrelease follow-up) programs for offe:
We would argue straightforwardly from the family-as-excha: proposed earlier that prison practices that foster meaningful f; tact during the period of incarceration will have a positive eff family's ability to reengage the offender in family-based excJ works. Conversely, policies that hamper family contact or limit 1 of familial interaction add yet another burden to those alreadj the offender's family.
CONCLUDING SUMMARY
The bulk of this paper has been devoted to the explication of a model that describes how a family might be expected to rehabilin, whose absence can be mediated by his wife, the female offender is likely to be a single parent with no spouse to fall back upon to oversee the safety and well-being of her children and to maintain the family unit as a viable social group. Female inmates repeatedly express doubts about their competency as mothers and worry about their ability to resume that role when released (Baunach 1979a, LaPointe 1977).e function of the degree of engagement in intrafamilial exchange nets.aluation. In D. Shichor and D. H. Kelly, eds., Critical Issues in Juvenile Delinquency. Lexington, Mass.: Lexington/Heath.
